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ADMINISTRATION— 

Coste—Practice—Taxation—Common order on application of one 

out of three executors—Motion by third parties to discharge— 

Locus standi of third parties.—Emanuel, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 
724 


ADMIRALTY— 

1. Dai No contribution amongst tort-feasors—Mercantile 
Law Amendment Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 97), s. 5—Right to 
assignment of judgment confined to cases where express or implied 
contract of indemnity in existence before satisfaction of judgment. 
—‘ Englishman,” The, and The ‘ Australian,” P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 
670 
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of foreign vessel beyond the territorial jurisdiction before service of | 
warrant—Judgment by default—R. 8. C., ord. 11, r. 3; ord. 13, | 


rr. 12, 18.—‘‘ Nautik,” The, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 703 
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1. Condition or defeasance—Book of rules and regulations—Pay- 
ment on principal and interest by instalments—Form—Validity— 

Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), s 10 (3)—Bills of 
> 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), Schedule.—Linfoot v. Pockett, aPp., 
2 721 

2. Validity—Deviation from statutory form—Covenant to pro- 
duce last receipts not in writing—No power to seize on failure to 
do so—Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), ss. 7, 9, and 
Schedule.—Cartwright v. Regan, Q.B.D., W.R. 650 

3. Verbal agreement to assign goods as security—Memorandum 
in writing.—London and Yorkshire Bank v. White, Q.B.D., 8.J. 708 


Charitable purposes—lIntention to benefit the community—Anti- 
vivisection societies.—Foveaux’s Estate, ie, Cross v. London Anti- 
Vivisection Society, CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 661 


8. Salvage—Services priced by salvage agreement not performed | pow PANY — 


—Amount of salvage remuneration due in respect of salvage ser- 
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other salvors—Costs nominee expensarum.—‘ Hestia,” The, P.D. 
& av.v., W.R, 668 


6. Ship—Bill of lading—Refrigerating machinery—Implied war- | 


ranty of fitness.—‘* Maori King,” The, v. Hughes, apr. §,J. 688 
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Justices—Jurisdiction—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. 61), s. 2¢—Amendment Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 30), 
8. 3.—Mernagh, Ex parte, 9.B.D., §.J, 691 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT, 1883— 
See County Court 


See Inland Kevenue, 4 
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+ 1. Application to remove an arbitrator —Unjustifiable litigation— 
Common law jurisdiction—Costs as between solicitor and client — 
Whitwham and Wrexham, &c., Railway Co, Arbitration, Re, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 692 

2. Bailway company—Umpire’s fees paid by landowner—Action 
to recover—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 
18), as. 34, 35.—Shrewsbury (Earl) v. Wirral Railways Committee, 
App., §.J, 688 

See also County Court 
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Form 6.—Stogdon, Re, Leigh, Ex parte, app., $.J. 726 
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summons—Stay of execution—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
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3. Goods deposited by debtor with auctioneer for sale—Claim by 
trustee—Lien of auctioneer—‘ Mutual dealings” and right of 
set-off within section 38 of Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 


52.—Palmer v. Day, Q.B.D., 8.J. 708 
4. Order and disposition—Consent of true owner—Equitable 


chose in 26a ng geome to trustees—Notice of assignment not 
ven—Disclaimer by trustees—Bankruptcy of assignor—Infant 
he. 5 ng ae PA to consent.— Mills’ Trust, Re, app., §.J. 721 


5. Order and disposition— Consent of true owner—Receiver ap- 
pointed under Conveyancing Act, 1881—Extent of authority.— 
Rutter v. Everett, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 689 

6. Practice—Hearing of petition—Attendance of petitioning 


creditor—Right of debtor to cross-examine—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 
ood Vict. c. 52), s. 7—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, rr. 162 and 


64.—Purrett, Re, Purrett, Ex parte, skcy., 8.J. 726 
See also Landlord and Tenant, 3 





1. Debenture — Floating security—Charge—Garnishee order.— 
Robson v. Smith, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 632 

2. Debenture-holders’ action—Money authorized to be raised in 
priority to debentures—Right of receivers and m rs to be paid 
costs, charges, and expenses.—Strapp v. Bull, app., W.R. 641 

3. Winding up—Auditor—Duaties of—Misfeasance — Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890 (653 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 10—Companies 
Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 76), s. 7, sub-sections 1, 2, 5, 6.— 
London and General Bunk, Re, app., 8.J. 706 

4. Winding up— Paid-up shares — Rectification of register— 
Effect of winding-up order—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. e. 
tk s. 25.—Preservation Syndicate Co., CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, 
J., 8.J. 690 

5. Winding up—Undivided profits—Profits earned before liquida- 
tion—Preference shareholders — Capital — Costs of liquidation— 
Priority.— Bishop v. Smyrna Railway Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 
W.R. 647 

See also Practice, 3 


CONTRACT— 

Illegal contract—Penalty—Right of action—Contract with local 
authority—-Public Health Act, 1875, s. 174 (2).—British Insulated 
Wire Co. v. Prescot Urban Council, Q.B.D., 8.J. 691 

See also Frauds, Statute of 


COPYHOLD— 

Admittance of tenant—Right of lord to seize quousque—Posses- 
sion of tenant—Admission of title—Statutes of Limitations (3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 27; 37 & 38 Vict. c. 57).—Beighton v. Beighton, OH.D, 
ROMER, J., W.R. 685 


cosTs— 
See Administration ; Admiralty, 3; Arbitration, 1; Company, 2, 
5; County Court; Divorce, 2; Patent; Solicitor 3, 4 


COUNTY COURT— 

Prohibition—Claim for unexhausted improvéments — Appoint- 
ment of referee—Jurisdiction of county court registrar—Award— 
Power of umpire to award solicitor and client costs —County Court 
Rules, 1889, ord. 40, r. 7—Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 61), a8. 9, 11, 20, 24.—Griffiths and Morris 
Arbitration, Re, Q.B.D., W.R. 652 


CRIMINAL LAW— a: 
1. Larceny—Verdict—Finding of facts only—Conviction.—Reg. 
v. Farnborough, 0.0.8., §.J, 691 
2. Perjury — Materiality of evidence.—Reg. v. Buker, 0.0.Be, 
W.R. 654 
3. Wounding —Aiding and abetting—Indictment for felony— 
Conviction of misdemeanour.—Reg. v. Waudby, 0.0.8., 8.5. 691 


cROwN— 

Prerogative—Crown colony—Colonial servants—Right of dis- 

missal—Office held during pleasure.—Shentun v. Smith, P.c., W.R. 
637 
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. Practice—Solicitor—Coste—Petition by husband in forma 
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before justices—Husband convicted of aggravated 


"3. 
ult—Order for separation, maintenance, and custody of chil- 

‘nen Evidence—Prosedure appeal—Power to semit—Matrinsontal 
Causes Act, 1878 — & 42 Vict. c. 19), s. 4.—Jones v. Jones, 
p.p. & AD.D., W.B, 656 

4, Separation deed—Adaltery and cruelty—Unreasonable delay 
—Order for restitution of conjugal righte—Di Adi 
—Petition for dissolution—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 
Vict. c. 85), s. 31—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 
68), s. 5.—Beauclerk v. Beauclerk, P.D. & AD.D., W.B. 655 


Right to undefined passage of air—Implied lil 
—Injunction.—Chastey v. Ackland, app., W.R. 627 
See also Light; Railway, 2 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 
Parol contract relating to interest in land—Exclusive possession 
—Part performance—Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), 8. 4— 
Letting.— Smallwood v. Sheppards, Q.B.D., §.J. 735 


INLAND REVENUE— 
1, Account dut cong ~ settlement of widow—Children by 
former marriage— Voluntary disposition—Volunteers—Customs and 
Inland havtene J Act, 1881 (44 Vict. c, 12), s. 38, sub-sections (a), 
(c)—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), 8. 11.— 
Attorney-General v. Jacobs-Smith, apr., W.R. 657 
2. Account duty—Voluntary disposition—Custom and Inland 
Revenue Acts, 1881, s. 38, wab-seclion, 1; 1889, s, 11,.—-Attorney- 
General v. Ellis, Q.B.D., 8, J. 709 
3. Account dat —Voluntary settlement—Articles of partnership 
—Annuity potas out of gross profits—Property within meaning 
of section 38, sub-section 2 (c) of the Customs and Inland Revenue 
Act, 1881 (44 Vict. c. 12), and section 11 of Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7).—Attorney-General v. Wendt, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 708 ; W.R. 701 
4. Legacy duty— Annuity bequeathed by will—Charge upon real 
estate—8 & 9 Vict. c. 74, 8. 4.—De Hoghton, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
W.R. 630 
5. Probate duty—Personal estate invested in m: securities 
abroad.— Attorney-General v. Sudeley (Lord), aPP., 700 
6. Stamp—Marketable security—Promissory note—Stamp Act, 
1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), ss. 33; 82, sub-section J (b); 22. _ 
Brown & Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, app., §.J, 720 
See also Tithe 


Lien—Goods of third person.—Robins v. Gray, aPr., 8.J. 734 


Life—Benefit of wife and children—Foreign assurance company 
—Lex loci contractiis—Lex loci solutionis.— Crosland v. Wrigley, APP., 
S.J. 705; W.R. 673 


Land—Delivery in execution—Summary order for sale—Form of 
order as modified by the Lands 1 Ge 18 and 
Searches Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 51), s. 6—R. C., 1883, ord. 
55, r. 9b. —Jones, Isaac, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 6 


See Adulteration 


1. Furnished lodgings—Agreement to let—Implied promise— 
Fitness for occupation—Sanitary condition.—Sarson v. Roberts, 


APP., W.R. 690 

2. " Lease—Forfeiture—Distress— Waiver of forfeiture—Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1852 gh A & 16 Vict. c. 76), s. 20.—Thomas v. 
hoo ApP., 8.J. 687; W. 

Re-entry— Without process of law—Right to relief 

Pat forfeiture—Preamble to section 2, 4 Geo. 2, c. 23—Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1852, ss. 211, 212-Bankrup Act, 1883, ss. 
44, 168.—Howard v. Fanshawe, OH.D. STIRLING, J., R, 645 
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** Manufactory ’—Lands 


CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 
See also Arbitration, 2 ’ 


See Landlord and Tenant, 2. 3 


Privilege—Publication of information to which the public had 
access by statute— Information 


—Trade protection 
Tet (90 31M official inaccurate—Deeds of ey Act, 
7 $i (80 & 51 Vict. c. 57), as. 4, 6, 7, 11, 12.—Reis v. , @BD., 


Seid sING LAW— 
Off-licence—O: 


place executed at another— 
Payment for goods ordered on delivery —Sale of liquors at a place 
not authorized b Seumen--Shonntines Act, 1872, 8, 3.—Pletts v. 
Campbell, Q.B.D., WR 63s 


LIGHT— 


Ancient te—Presoription Act, 2 & 3.Will. 4 c, 71, ss. 3, 4— 
Interruptions Pare vy. Sewer Commissioners of City ‘of London, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 689 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTES of— 


Money charged on land-—-Dorioe of lende changed to tanant fee 
lite of change under « silemen— payment of 
interest by Sars Sad Pty alin Act, og" pet 
& 38 Vict. C. 57), 8. 8.—Z Stewart v. APP., 
8.J. 705 

See also Copyhold 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 


1. Bye-laws—New building—Wall partly combustible and 
Plc si — Wooden frame covered with 


Public Health Act, 1875 “it cee 8. 158.—Badley v. 
Cuckfield Union, @.B.D., W. 

2. Metropolis—Formation ~ new or court- 
yard for use ef tenants of London County Council 
—Necessity of London Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. o. ccxiii.), 
8. 7.— Wood v. London il, Q.B.D., §.J, 742 

3. Sewer—Single private —Local Act—Public Health Acts, 


1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63); 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. o. 55), ss. 4, 13, 15, 
41; 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 59), s. 19.—Hill v. Hair, o.3.D., W 
651 


LOTTERY— 

Newspaper competi winners of horse races — 
Lottery Acts, 1802 Pad Geo. 8, ear eyy and 1823 (4 Geo. 4, c. 
60), 8. 43.— ve Sagar, Q.B.D., 8.J. 710 a 

METROPOLIS— 


1, nig Cae a Building, structure, or 
erection” — Wall and ad Appeal from 
Sites Act, 1862 a et 102), s. 75.— Lavy 

ent c. , 8 v. 
London Ocunty Council, arP., W.B. 67 

2. “8 treaty ploe, or row of houses” in which balding wtaato— 
Devendeaine a Berg reg oe ag Beal 
polis Local Management Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. o. 102), s. 75.— 
Allen v. London County Council, apr., W.R. 674 

See also Local Government, 2 


PARTNERSHIP— 


See Inland Revenue, 3 


PATENT— 


Action for in t—Discontinuance—Costs of particulars of 
BR emake! weer Act, 1883, s. 29, sub-section 6—Patent Amend - 
ment Act, 1852, s. 43. —Middleton v. Bradley, COH.D. STIRLING, J., 
8.J. 725; W.R. 684 


PEDLAR— 


Certificate—Market—-Pedlar horse—Hawker— Market and 
Fairs Clauses Act, 1847, s. 13— rs Act, 1871, ss. 3, 6.— Wool- 
wich Local Board v. Gardiner, Q.B.D., §.J. 710 


PRACTICE— 


1. Court established for trial of commercial causes— Rules of evi- 
Gone 1894, s. 3.—Baerlein v. Chartered 
Bank of India, APP., 

2. Hastie —oindoro defendants Shipowner Freight —Decla- 
ration of lien—Action against ary ee card shippere— 
Counter-claim—R. 8. C., ord. 16, r. 11—Merchant Act, 
1894 lg 58 Vict. c. 60), 8s. 493-496,— Montgomery v. APP., 


1845 (8 & 9 Viot. c. 18 92.—Brook v. Manchester Railway Ooy 
J. 680: W.R. 698 | 
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3. Receiver and —Company—- -Debenture-holder’s action 
of receiver—Form of j ent.— Davies v. Vale of 
Preserves, CH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., W.R, 646 


See also Admiralty, 2 ; Bankruptcy, 6; Judgment; Trustee, 2 


PROBATE— 
Will—Two codicils—Identical words of and legacies— 
Cumulative or substitutional—Revocation. —Chichister v. Quaterfages, 
P.D. & av.D., W.R, 667 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Contract ; Local Government, 1, 3 


RAILWAY— 
1, BE ge go of goods—Delivery to consignee—Liability of con- 
dt gS costs of carriage.—Great Eastern Railway Co. v. Nix, 


Q.B.D., 
2. Line running through land of owner on either side—Commu- 
nication by level crossing—Severance of ownership—Easement— 
oe eee Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 &9 
Pare. Se) 8 . 68.— Midland Railway Co. v. Gribble, app., §.J. 705 
epee luggage—Negligence—Ticxet taken by servant— 


Lagguge belonging g to master—Right of master to sue.—Meuz v. 
ilway Oo., APP., W.R, 680 
Bee also Arbitration, 2; Lands Clauses Acts 


RECEIVER— 
See Bankruptcy, 


RIVER— 
Riparian owner—Sale of water power—Navigable river.— Hame- 


lin v. Bannerman, P.c., W.R. 639 


SALE of GOODS— 
SE ao and purchase agreement—Possession by hirer—Fraudulent 
Sr ieer—Gomvietion of hirer for larceny as a bailée—Revesting 
of of tite i in owner—Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 71), 
s. 24,—Payne v. Wilson, apr., W.R, 657 


SETTLED LAND— 
1, Capital money 
Settled d Act, 1882 (46 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss, 21, 22, 53,— 
Coleridge (Lord) Settlement, Re, C.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 725 
2, Tenant for life—Power of leasing—Personal objection to sale 
of intoxicating liquors—Interests of pee sae Land Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 53.-—Somers (Karl), Re, Cocks v. 
Somerset, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.3. 704 


SHIP— 
See Admiralty, 1-5; 


5; Practice, 3 
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y ~~ Investment — Trustee — Tenant for life — 


Practice, 2 





SOLICITOR— q 
1, a ree oohew remuneration in the event of success—Qhan 


perty: and Solicitors Act, 1870 (33 & 34 ¥ 
c. 28), ss. 4, 11.—Steel v. ’——, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J 


-» 8.5. 710 
2. Application to arg ey — a 

Allegations inst solicitor—No facie case of profe 

‘abotnniaes- Serial fre 


urisdiction of committee—Discretion—So icitors 4 
ta a oe eee Society, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 692; W.R. 68 

3. Goste._—Taration--Debenbare trust deed—Mortgage— 
—dolicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—Gene 
Order, 1882, r. 2 (a), (0), ee Part 1.—Bircham & Coy 
re, APP., 8.J. 693; WR, 6 : 

4. Taxation on wolicitor’s application—Money due fre 
“see payment.— Debenham & Walker, Re, CH D. NORTH, 
Tes 3 

See also Trustee, 2 ; 


TITHE— 
Income tax assessment for occupation of land—Reduction by 
ea of the owner of the tithe rent-charge to) 
—Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), Schedule B— 
Tit e Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 8), 8. 8, sub-sections 1, 3—Ta 
ent Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 19), s. 57, sub-section 10, 
—Reg. v. Barnstaple Tax Commissioners, Q.B.D., W.R. 666 q 


TRUSTEE— ; 
1. Breach of trust—Trustee a beneficiary—-Indemnity.—Chillings | 
worth v. Chambers, CH.D. NORTH, J., §,J. 706 3 
2. Cestui que trust—Legatee entitled in reversion—Right to in-’ 
formation as to investment of estate—Solicitor and client—Costs— ~ 
Personal order against solicitor—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 11.—# 
Dartnall, Re, Sawyer v. Goddard, APP., W.R. 644 


See also Settled Land, 1 
VENDOR and PURCHASER— 


Condition restricting objections to title—Specific performance— @ 


Bad holding title— 
(No. ae, W.R. 694 


WILL— 
1. Construction—*‘‘ Issue living’’—Child en ventre sa mére.— 
Burrows, Re, Cleghorn v. Burrows, CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 683 
2. Construction—Substitution of trust by reference—Duplication, 4 

of whee charges.—Trew v. Perpetual Trustee Co, 7 
P.O. % 
3. Devise—Uncertainty—Claim of double shares.—Hudson, Re, = 
Langley v. Anden, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 689 1 
See also Probate 


ht to return of.—Scott v. Alvares ~ 
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